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Yale Law School
marie.whited@yale.edu
Where
does one
find infor-
mation on law
classification?  I don’t
know about you, but even though I took
both Basic and Advanced Cataloging
in Library school, I found myself ill-
prepared for the rigors of the K
classification schedules.  So where
should one turn for this information?
First there is the classic A Manual on
KF: the Library of Congress
classification schedule for Law of the
United States by Patricia L. Piper and
Cecilia Kwan.  Though published in
1972 this remains the classic work on
the KF schedule, and it includes a
chapter on form division tables.  It’s still
available from Hein if your library does
not own a copy and you can order it
through AALLNET at http://
w w w . a a l l n e t . o r g / p r o d u c t s /
pub_series.asp.  Other key articles on
Law classification are:  Werner B.
Ellinger’s “Classification of Law at the
Library of Congress, 1949-1968” from
Law Library Journal v. 61, no. 3 (Aug.
1968), p. 224-236, and Martha M.
Evans’s “A History of the development
of classification K (Law) at the Library
of Congress”  from Law Library
Journal v. 62, no. 1 (Feb 1969), p. 25-39.
For those of you with subscriptions to
HeinOnline these are easily available via
the web.
increased the number of e-products we
own/lease, keeping track of just what
we are allowed to do with the data has
grown problematic.
Truthfully, the problem I associate with
keeping track of this data may simply
be a reflection of my lack of record
keeping skills.  Annual payments for
these services require annual FY files
for each payment.  As a result, if we
have subscribed to a service for five
years, we have five files containing
information about the service.  In
addition we may, or may not, have a
separate file containing a contract or
some sort of license agreement.  This
would be no problem if the information
in the files was never needed, but at
least once a year someone in the library
asks, “how many concurrent users are
allowed to use this database,” or “do
we access the database via IP or
password” (“and by the way, just what
is the password for that database.”)  I
have always been able to locate the
needed information, but not before
spending more time than I have digging
through an always growing amount of
paper.
It has been clear to me for several years
that I need to pull this information
together, into one easily accessible file,
but I’ve just never gotten around to it.
Then, a few months ago, our University
Library sent out a spreadsheet they
wanted all the system libraries to
complete, documenting which
electronic resources were available in
each library.  Their purpose was to
create a list of “commonly held
databases.”  As an independent library,
we were not obligated to participate in
the list, but I liked the format of the
spreadsheet and so I used it as a
template for compiling a list of our own
databases.
The spreadsheet, as received from our
Main Library, included the following
data fields:  Database Name, Publisher,
Vendor/Consortium, Purchase Order
Number, Cost this FY, Renewal Date,
Number of Users, and Access (IP or
Password).  I then added data fields for,
Password, Vendor Account Number,
Tech-Support Telephone Number, and
Contract on File (Y/N).
The completed spreadsheet allows me
to quickly access the basic information
I am most frequently asked.  Each time
we renew a subscription we update the
spreadsheet as needed and file any
contract revisions in a separate lease
agreement file.  It is not a revolutionary
tool, by any means, and I suspect many
of you have created similar lists (even
if just on paper), but it makes a huge
difference when someone asks for the
data.  And while Thoreau wasn’t, I am
sure, addressing law librarians, his
message stands true.  Creating simple
solutions to complex issues can make a
world of difference as we try not to
fritter away our always shrinking time.
Elizabeth Geesey Holmes
University of Georgia
eholmes@arches.uga.edu
For information on more recently
published K schedules consult Jolande
Goldberg’s various articles.  Her Library
of Congress Classes JZ and KZ:
Historical Notes and Introduction to
Application was published as a booklet
by the Library of Congress Cataloging
Distribution Service in 1997.  For
information on the religious law
schedules see her introduction to the
KBR and KBU schedules available on
the web <http://lcweb.loc.gov/catdir/
cpso/kbintro.pdf>  and her recent article
in the International Journal of Legal
Information, v.29 (2001), p. 465-,
“Religious Law in a Secular Setting:
New Classification Approaches for
Jewish, Canon and Islamic Law.”  Her
articles “Library of Congress Law
Classification: The Regional Schemes”
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from Law Library Journal v.79 (Winter
1987), p.67-91 and  “Library of Congress
Classification System for German Law:
A New Approach” from Law Library
Journal, v.74 (1981), p.619-, are also
readily available.  For more insight into
the German law schedules see her article
in the International Journal of Law
Libraries, v. 9 (1981) p.145-,
“Classification of German Law at the
Library of Congress: A Study in
Comparative Law.”  She has also written
on the KK schedule in the festschrift
Parlament und Bibliothek  =
Parliament and Library published by
Saur in 1986.
AALL programs on classification and
their audio tapes are another valuable
resource.  These are available to
purchase for AALL programs from 1994
to the present (ordering information is
on AALLNET), or your library may have
some in its collection.  A few months
after beginning work as a law cataloger
I was able to attend a mini-workshop
for law catalogers held the Saturday
morning before the 1994 Seattle Annual
meeting which included a session on
classification using the KF schedule.
This was held concurrently with a
session on the new KL-KWX schedule
for the “Law of the rest of the world”
which had just been published.
Although I couldn’t attend this in
person I purchased and listened to the
tape and found it invaluable.
Lastly, don’t forget the prefaces to the
K schedules themselves – and of course
the “Classification” column in
Technical Services Law Librarian.  I
re-read these going back quite a few
years in preparation for this column and
found lots of valuable information.  You
can also consult your colleagues on the
TS e-discussion list, or ask your
Classification columnists!
Finally, if you are going to the Annual
Meeting in Seattle, don’t forget to
attend program H-2:  Judaic and Islamic
Classification: Envisioning Access and
Order for Legal Topics of International
and Nonjurisdictional Scope.  Elisheva
Schwarz of New York University Law
Library and Lesley Wilkins of Harvard
University will be discussing the new
religious law schedules.  This session
will include a brief overview of the
schedule development process
followed by a hands-on practicum.  It
is geared to both reference and
technical services librarians with
responsibility for Judaic and Islamic
law, so invite your public services
colleagues to attend as well.  If you
can’t make it to Seattle consider
purchasing and listening to the tape!
Margaret Maes Axtmann
University of St. Thomas
mmaxtmann@stthomas.edu
Collection Development
Statistics Revisited
Picking up on my topic from the last
issue, I am happy to report on some
upcoming changes to the ABA Annual
Questionnaire.  The ABA Law Libraries
Committee made several recom-
mendations that were approved by the
Questionnaire Committee for the 2003-
2004 Annual Questionnaire.  Among the
changes are two that are particularly
important to all of us who have
followed the debate on reporting
electronic resources.
The first set of changes is in the Annual
Questionnaire, Part III – Library,
Section 1 – Information Resources.
a. Question 3 formerly asked for the
“Number of Web-based products to
which the library subscribes.”  That
question and its related definition
will be deleted from the next
questionnaire.
b. Question 4 asked for “Other non-
book titles (including CD-ROM
titles).”  The parenthetical phrase will
be deleted from that question, and
the definition of non-book titles now
reads:  “Include in this category
manuscripts, photographs, audio-
tapes, videotapes, CD-ROM, and
DVD titles.  Do not include electronic
or web-based titles or products.”
The second set of changes is in the
Annual Questionnaire, Part IV –
Fiscal, Section G – Library Operations.
Because the change in Part III means
we won’t be counting electronic
resources, Questions 1, 2, and 3 in Part
IV will be revised to give libraries an
opportunity to report their expenditures
for electronic resources.  The following
questions ask for annual expenditures:
a. Question 1 – Serial subscriptions
(print & microform)
b. Question 2 – Electronic resources
(include expenditures for all digital
resources, DVDs, CD-ROMS, web
based resources, such as LegalTrac,
BNA or CCH Web versions, Lexis/
Nexis, Westlaw, CALI, LSN,
NetLibrary, etc. and contributions or
payments to consortiums or the
University Library) (do not include
payments for bibliographic services)
c. Question 3 – Other non serial library
information resources (include all
resources not reported in G.1 or G.2)
